On cross-examination, Mr. Newlin could not state where
the loader was precisely operating when  he cited it.     He  con-
firmed that he made no independent determination that  the
wire was energized or that it had power.     He simply relied on
what the loader operator told him,  but admitted that his
notes did not reflect any statement by the operator_that  the
wire was energized.    Mr. Newlin confirmed that he did not
check the loader  light fuses  to determine  if they had  blown
out,  and he stated that he would not have issued the citation
if there was no power to the light wire in question.     The
wire appeared to have been cut, and the exposed end. had not
been insulated.    Mr.  Newlin also confirmed that he did not
check the loader electrical  junction box and did not check
the wire with an OHM meter.

Safety manager David Furgerson testified that  the  wire
could have been cut when  it came into contact with a  rib.     He
stated that the machine operator would not know whether there
was power to the wire after it was cut.     He recalled no con-
versations with Mr.  Newlin or anyone else about  the cited
condition,  and he did not know the identity of the loader
operator.

James Crowell, respondent's maintenance director,   testi-
fied that the loader has two sets of  lights,  and that  they
operate under two separate electrical circuits.     He  stated
that the loader can operate with one light,  and that  in the
event a wire or cable is cut,  the fuse would blow and  inter-
rupt the power to the light.    He confirmed that he did not
examine the loader in question, and conceded that a fuse may
not always blow if the light wire or cable  is cut.

Inspector Newlin confirmed that he cited the loader  used
on  the number 3 unit after finding that  the methane monitor
sensor head was gobbed with oil and dirt   (2507209).     He
explained that the purpose of the sensor head is to detect
the presence of methane.     If methane is detected,  the sensor
sends a signal to the methane monitor which registers  the
amount on a signal device in the operator's cab.     In  his
opinion,  the gobbed sensor head would prevent  the proper
signal,  but he conceded that he did not  test  the sensor  head
with a predetermined mixture of methane to be absolutely sure
that it was not functioning properly because there was not
enough methane present to make comparisons,  and he had  no
predetermined mixtures with him at the time he observed the
condition.    However,  based on his visual observation of  the
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